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Ar a time like the present, when the Methodist society, placed upon 
the rack by ahigh dominant party, is violently convulsed,—when the 
laws of our only constitution, the “ Plan of Pacification” of 1795, and 
the Addenda of 1797 are openly violated with audacity and determina- 
tion,—when excommunications, alike contrary to the spirit of Chris- 
tianity as to Scripture, are promulgated, not against moral or religious 
delinquency, but levelled at the rights of private judgment,—when 
pamphlet after pamphlet issues from the press, each claiming the atten- 
tion of the Wesleyan body,—at such a time, nothing but a sense of 
duty, and a strong conviction of the necessity of the step, should have 
induced “the author” thus to leave “that retirement which he so 
highly values.” . Not professing that ‘accurate knowledge of many 
things” which is the boast of a certain writer, “the author humbly 
hopes that he may neither so lamentably disappoint the expectations 
of his friends, nor lay himself so open to the ridicule of his opponents, 
as lately did “the author” of a “Candid Address.” Moreover, ‘‘im- 
pelled” by the same love of truth as that writer, he hopes (though 
eredit be given to him for nothing more) that it will be believed his 
only object is that the whole truth may be fully and fairly elicited. 
And though he does not pretend ‘to place several questionable mat- 
ters In a clear and commanding point of view,” nor to “correct” what 
he might with equal force call “mistakes,” presumed to arise ‘‘ from 
the want of proper information,” still he will attempt at least 1 
“disarm” the “Candid Address” and other similar productions © 

much of the power they seem tO possess of exciting prejudice in the 
minds of the “uninformed” by the “distortion” of such portions of 
radiant truth as they were severally compelled to admit, as well as by 
the care which has been taken by the writers of such ephemeral papers 
carefully to withhold as many glaring facts as could with the shadow 
of consistency be omitted. 
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One more apology. The writer labours under another disadvantage, 
Unlike “the author” before alluded to, he can have no special “ claims 
to be heard,” either by his friends or opponents, from having “been 
known” to fill “that office in the society which afforded adequate 
opportunities” of witnessing the conduct of every person at the various 
meetings. He can but judge from the writings and conduct of each 
party, and in so doing it is neither his intention “ aught to set down in 
malice,” and thereby injure the good cause of religious freedom by re- 
viling those who differ from him, nor need he anything “ extenuate,” 
that having already been done sufficiently in the productions of some 
of his opponents. 

The present unhappy excitement, the offspring of the caprice of a 
party, has already become too great ever to be allayed by aught less 
than the concessions so strongly but so justly demanded. The 
anomaly of an irresponsible tribunal,—the unlimited power and the 
(boasted) supreme right of a body of mere men to legislate for a united 
society of 250,000 souls,—the reckless measures,—the bravado of con- 
sequences not feared,—the sounding of the tocsin and the formal throw- 
ing down of the gauntlet,—the unscriptural and highly-papistical (if 
not blasphemous) form of excommunication lately adopted by one of 
the preachers, — the utter and “inflammatory” contempt with which 
the remonstrances, the memorials and the petitions of the people are 
treated by the Conference,—the ‘fearless avowal that sooner than give 
up the darling of the Conference (the Institution) “a multitude that no 
man can number” shall be forcibly ejected from the society, and (awful 
fact) cut off from the communion of the church militant, and that with- 
out the trial provided by Methodist law,—these and numberless other 

rievanees will not (and I speak advisedly),. must not be endured. 
The modest and honourable declarationists of Manchester (whose con- 
sciences by the way are most elastic) may call all who differ from them 
«fools and knaves;” they may be characterised as novices in Me- 
thodism of fifty years’ standing, and as rebels and traitors to its laws; 
the still more modest preachers of the Manchester district may de- 
nounce, whilst those ‘stationed in London and its vicinity,” in their 
fulsome sheet of vile invective (most modest men !) may express their 
« strongest disapprobation” at whatever they please,—they ma testify 
their “grief” and (virtuous?) “indignation” at any proceedings that may 
displease them,—they may “most distinctly and fully” contradict as 
many statements as they aré disposed to do (but facts are stubborn 
things) ; they may “ declare’their (righteous?) abhorrence” of all who 
differ from them,—they may “express their undiminished and entire con~ 
fidence” inthe principles and conduct of ali their friends, and their “‘un- 
abated esteem and affection” not’ onlyfor ove but all their brethren,— 
they may sympathise,—they may give vent to their “feelings of unqual- 
:fied reprobation,”—they may advert to all that goads them even to the 
quick; with the utmost abhorrence,_they may persuade themselves, be- 
cause they cannot persuade others,__they may “ pledge their inviolable 
adherence” to the great principles of Methodism (and would they did 
not only pledge:adherence to but observe them) ;—and lastly, they may 
exhort, but all to no purpose. The sun of religious liberty (not licen- 
tiousness) is too high in the heavens, and cannot be stayed in his 


course; although a boy in his teens, and in the first year of his proba~ 
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tion, gravely tells Methodists of half a century’s standing, that he, in 
his individual capacity (by the way remarkably small), whatever may 
transpire, that HE will not yield, and that HE will not betray zs trust. 
How noble! What childish raying, what mad presumption! Does 
Master Benjamin Waddy anticipate martyrdom? . Let zm be assured 
(poor lad!) that no.such high distinction awaits Azm. His de-merits 
would be more amply repaid by the cane of the schoolmaster. Need we 
go further into the subject? Witness the evasive shuflling of one who 
knows, or at least ought to know better. May I call his opposition to 
Dr. Warren and his friends unprincipled, and. will fe extenuate the 
meaning of the phrase, and try to prove my meaning simply to be, 
‘that he has no fixed principle?” Verily, I greatly fear his dictionary 
definition would vanish like smoke, and my morality and religion would 
at once be questioned. But whence comes his modest assurance that 
at the next Conference he will be able to obtain an “act of indemnity” 
for an open and avowed breach of Methodist law? How is this riddle 
to be explained? Upon what side of the question has he wasted so 
much paper? Doubtless in favour of that side which at present holds 
all power ; and stands at, cares for, and fears nothing. Such being the 
case, the writer of the Defence is quite sure that before a packed jury 
and a deeply-interested tribunal he will obtain his “ act of indemnity,” 
and that his expression of the “imperative and painful nature of his 
duty” will at once be his apology, his excuse, and his pardon. But in 
the words of “the author” of the ‘¢ Candid-Address,” has no breach 
of confidence and privilege been committed ?” and “ has no standing 
rule of right and propriety been violated by such publications ?”— 
Surely, the law which ¢s said to be so plain upon the case of the Doc- 
tor’s pamphlet, cannot be the less apparent when applied to another, 
nor the less binding when referred to the writer of the Defence.—We 
here leave, at least for the present, it and its author; much more might 
have been said upon it; more than sufficient has already appeared.— 
But not so the author of that most puerile production, the ‘ Candid 
Address.” Happy would it have been for his credit (of course we do 
not mean his commercial credit) had greater candour. pervaded the 
pages of his pamphlet. Surely he might have been satisfied in with- 
holding many things which he could have stated, and which he threatens 
he will still divulge should he be further tempted, without writing 
statements absolutely false. We really think that he and his party 
have more occasion to pray “ deliver us from temptation,” than have 
the Doctor and his friends; or, why so many secret meetings ?—-why 
so many assemblings of the district committee ?—why so much con- 
tinual evasion and shuffling? Let the candid author of this most 
‘¢ Candid Address” answer the question, as of course he best can who 
professes to know so much. Still let “ the author” remember that 
bare assertion is not proof; and thatto convince he must bring forward 
statements which (as he says, egotistically enough,) ‘ rest. on eyidence 
much superior’ to any which Ae has yet produced. Sorry we are (for 
We really do not like to see any man, though an opponent, make him- 
self ridiculous,) that he learned friend, or the numerous friends of 
“the author” of the * Candid. Address” did not attempt to persuade 
him to retain «that retirement which he so highly prized,” for had they 
been successful, he would not thus so pitifully have figured before the 
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Public.—By some means or other we now stumble over the Letter of 
George Cubitt to the “‘ very reverend the President.” We have read 
it, and so doubtless have many others, but we cannot understand it.— 
However, this we found in it (and in richer profusion than in any 
other), abuse, distrust, slander. Quibbles upon words, and guesses 
upon meanings constitute the bulk of his argument; and what remains, 
how like the charity that thinketh no evil, let all who read judge.— 
« Let your communication be yea, yea, and nay, nay,” is a divine 
command ; but does he thus think? If he does, his inconsistency is 
only the more apparent. He says, “I now charge the Doctor with a 
deliberate falsehood.” Here then is a lamentable instance of the want 
of Christian love which exists among these highreverends: and would 
that they were of less frequent occurrence. To analyse the letter 
would be a work of time : so thickly are inaccuracies, slanders, abuses, 
suspicions, insinuations, and revilings mixed, that to separate them 
would destroy the whole production. And really it would be almost 
a pity to mutilate so rare a specimen of pure and gentle Christianity ! 
But the writer may rest assured that, however much of his letter the 
Presideut may accredit, and whatever effect it may produce amongst 
his brethren, the preachers, who will daub him up with the untem- 
pered mortar of their adulation, it will only the more fully con- 
vince the people of the necessity of the adoption of their measures, 

A tract has lately made its appearance, purporting to be written by 
« An Impartial Observer,” but which smells so strongly of the black 
cloth that we really cannot help thinking it is the production of one of 
a prest-gang. We shall not offer so great an insult to common sense 
as to call the matter it contains “argument ;” at least, before we do 
so, we must be worst prest for a name than we are at present. This 
young gentleman’s (?) “ palaver” is of a most amusing nature. Who- 
ever supposed that he would give his signature to a series of resolu- 
tions which condemn his own proceedings and the acts of the body to 
which he belongs? We never did. We know rather too much of 
“« the tail of his order” ever to suppose a thing so “ monstrously” ridi- 
culous. We must be hard prest to keep a straight face whilst obsery- 
ing how perseveringly this deeply-interested but ‘Impartial Obser- 
ver” works out a pit, into which he, for want of due prudence, falls, 
We pity him not, being assured that should he ever get out of this 
«slough of despond,” he will want a good cleansing. This “ Impartial 
Observer” belies his name ; if not, what right has he,—confessing, as 
he does, that the resolutions “ have just, in due form,” been presented 
to him,—to malign the motives of and to impute bad principles (not the 
‘¢ dictionary definition”) to numbers of men whom he never knew. Surely 
he will admit, “that, untila man is found guilty, he must be considered 
innocent. Perhaps, not seeing that Methodist usages are one thing and 
common justice another, our “ Impartial Observer,” who, by the way, 
sees all on one side, attempts with wt to meet the statements of the 
men he hates. Take a specimen of it, and mark its sublimity- yi They 
(the framers of the resolutions) knew that the majority stop not to 
think much, and therefore they have kindly cudgelled their brains into 
a leaping pole, to enable such persons as are disposed to avail them- 
selves of their assistance to jump to a conclusion.” Having then so 
speedily jumped to a conclusion,—for which, as in duty bound, let us 
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thank our gracious  Observer,”—let us try now to discover to what 
point the conclusion leads us. Certain is it “that the majority” of 
the people “stop not to think much,”—nay, had they thought at all, 
they would not so long have been at the mercy of a prest- gang, nor 
so quietly have permitted not only their drains but their money “to 
have been kindly cudgelled into a leaping pole,” to enable the 
preachers, always ready to seize every ‘adequate opportunity,” fur- 
ther to blind and mislead them. Do we want a sample of pure logic ? 
Take the following : “ But they (the members of the Association) have 
remained, and still profess to remain, connected with the Conference; 
therefore they are not honest or upright men.’’? Prodigious discovery ! 
Astounding conclusion! Pray from what source does this murderer 
of logic obtain his information? Not from the people. They profess 
to remain connected not with the Conference, but with the society; 
not with the preachers as legislators, but as ministers of the gospel : 
‘«¢ And who unmoved with laughter can behold” 


the beautifully-correct composition of the author of the “ Observa- 
tions?” Conference is a collective body, and therefore had “ Ob- 
server” observed the rules of Lindley Murray’s grammar, he would 
have said “connected with it,” instead of .“ connected with them.” 
Do you look for purity of language ?—Take this sentence: ‘ To satisfy 
their unsatisfiable accusers.” Query? insatiable. Surely satire is not 
sought for in its pages; how elegant and keen the following: “ They 
have been trying to sharpen the blunt ave of their dissatisfaction, and 
it will require some labour yet to bring it to a fine edge, and now they 
only want the Conference to give them a handle, that they may the 
more effectually lay about them. They had better cut a piece of 
their redoubtable leaping-pole for the purpose. This will prevent them 
jumping so far at once; and such handle will be best suited to the 
head it is to carry, and to the hands that are to use it.” Weare 
grateful to our friend for his admission that we have an axe at all, and 
beg to tell the author of the “ Observations” it is not our intention to 
trouble either him or the Conference for a handle, having already got 
a good one; and we are much mistaken if the edge has not already 
become much to fine for him, or why does he ery out so loud against 
us? What wooden-headed joiner would ever think of “effectually lay- 
ing about” him with a blunt axe? A stout stick would be more suit- 
able to the purpose, and our “ Impartial Observer” must take much 
care, or his choice pamphlet will further feel our blows. There is a 
sly insinuation about the poorer circuits dependent upon the contingent 
fund. Weare led to conclude, from recent facts, that the Conference 
has more cause to fear the drying-up of that fund than have such 
circuits. We throw back upon this most contemptible prest-gang the 
onus of its dirty insinuation. How could the writer of the « Obser- 
vations” taunt us with having clandestinely obtained signatures to 
resolutions of the import of which not a few were ignorant ? For 
shame! For shame! Look at the “Counter-Declaration” of some 
of the lay-members of the Manchester Methodists’ Societies. Were 
not any signatures to it clandestinely obtained? Did not some sign 
without as much as looking at, much less reading, the declaration ? 
Were not a few prest to give their signatures to it, and as an induce- 
ment told that “their names would appear upon the cover of the 
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Magazine?” And although much has béen said by our opponents be- 
cause one or two, not being members, of the society, but who have a 
deep interest in the present struggle, have lent their assistance to the 
good cause,—have none signed the counter-declaration of a few of the 
Methodists, who never yet were members of the body? Fie, “ Impar- 
tial Observer,” fie. We now leave our friend, hoping that before he 
again troubles the Public with his ‘‘ Observations,” he will trouble him- 
self to observe the common rules of common sense. 

Were Dr. Warren really so insignificant a man as. they represent him 
to be, would it have required the weight of so many octavo pamphlets 
(overlooking all the small things both as regards size and matter) to 
have him set right with the people? Had he been mad (as some, much 
to the credit of their judgments affirm), would it have required ‘so 
many district meetings to have proved himso? Verily we think not. 
Their tribunal would, had it been able, at once have crushed his znsig- 
nificance, and proved him insane. (But no THANKs to the people.) 
The case stood before our bar, and the accused came out clear. But 
not so his accusers ; already they feel and tremble. They see conse- 
quences in the distance, and have begun to count the cost. Let the 
reckoning soon be made, or a little more delay, and the time flies for 
ever, Take the advice of the people, and the people are still your 
friends. , 
_ We have now briefly noticed (with the exception of one or two allu- 
sions) those deeds which our opponents call “acts of defensive warfare. 
Meek Christians! Who blames them for standing up in their own 
defence? That man of God, Mr. Greenhalgh, has been made a 
mound upon which some of the defensive weapons of these high men 
and mighty could be raised. Before we notice his case we may be 
allowed to express our undiminished and entire confidence in his con- 
duct, both as regards his moral, religious and Christian character. 
And Wwe most “sincerely and fervently declare our unabated esteem and 
affection for our highly-respected brother, to whom Methodism in the 
South Circuit” owes so many obligations, and our deep sy mpathy with 
him in the painful circumstances in which he has been placed by the 
recent proceedings “instituted against him in the Manchester South 
Circuit.” He has been put upon his (mock) trial upon charges pian 
no moral or religious delinquency ; charges so absurd as not to be wort 
hoticing, but for the malignant venom contained therein, alike proving 
how defensive were the attacks, and how kind and Christian-like the 
conduct of his judges—we beg pardon, his judge and accuser. His 
trial has doubtless ere this been read by every friend to common 

Justice, and every lover of religious liberty, 80 that agai (0 Be 
through it is needless. However, we here take occasion to observe, 
that the Superintendent of the South Circuit has laid himself err 
responsibilities of the most awful character. He has impiously cut 0 
our dear friend from “the communion of saints” (query °): he has ari 
prived him of the pulpits in his Circuit, from which he has often 


id to one 
the name of Emanuel called sinners to repentance, and has said 


to whom the Lord of the vineyard has committed his word a free 
grace, “Thou shalt not further proclaim those ‘glad tiding® mene 
joy; ” and not resting here, he has deposed him from iis QnICe a8 3 
Sunday-school conductor, although Christ’s command unto him was, 
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‘member, and notas a leader; and. lastly 


“5 Feed my lambs.” And as a.climax to his want of Christian love, 
and hardness of heart, take his excommunication : “ I pronounce, in the 
name of the blessed Trinity, Father, Son and Holy Ghost, that (?) 
Greenhalgh is no longer a member of the Methodist Society.” Much 
on a par with this is his concluding “argument,” either when he fears 
being wasted or has actually been. fastened at his meetings. Neither 
making use of reason himself, nor permitting others to do so, suddenly 
is heard, whilst at the full height of his frenzied excitement, the words 
“Let us pray,” and as suddenly falling upon his knees, he thus begins: 
**O.Lorp, we thank thee for the peace and harmony at present exist- 
ing in our societies.” Glaring hypocrisy! Where does he find this 
harmony? In the Manchester circuits? He knows he cannot. Well 
might “mingled feelings of awe, regret, and. indignation pervade the 
meeting,” when, in the Methodist Society, a man could be found 
“ sufficiently base,” nay, .‘‘mad” enough thus to claim relationship with 
his reverence the Pope of Rome, and promulgate a bull so unchristian, 
nay, so blasphemous in its nature. 

Thanks to British law that places around the civil liberty of the 
subject a safeguard and _ barrier, against which priestly domination 
dares not raise its hand, or long ere this Mr. Greenhalgh had suffered 
at the stake,,or for life been immured. in some dungeon, dull and horrid 
as those within the walls of the ‘holy inquisition.” Mr. G. was not 
only treated as a, vile ;mmoral man.would have been (and. worse as 
will shortly be shown), but in addition to this he was most illegally and 
tyrannically expelled. He never stood. before a constitutional tribunal 
(being a trustee) ; his indictment, although drawn up by attorney- 
general and judge Anderson, was defective ; he was tried as a prevate 

(and I speak advisedly), he 
ith immorality nor with unprincipled conduct.” 
st sight of—even the established usages of 
ould have been “ ad- 


was neither charged w 
Upon his ease all law was lo 
Methodism were set at nought, and though he sh 
monished of the error of his ways” (if found guilty), and “have beer. 
borne with for a season” (publish it not; out of the congregation), he 
received his charges on Tuesday evening, and on the Wednesday 
evening was—not suspended, not admonished, not borne with; but 
expelled! ‘ Lord lay not this sin to their charge” —but grant unto them 
(his prosecutors) true repentance, that they may obtain forgiveness of 


their sins. | 
We si not omit to, notice the conduct of the leaders in Mr. G.’s 
circuit. Where was the manly opposition that should have been shaw to 
a measure so harsh and unchristianlike in its nature? Who dared to 
stand up in defence of an accused and persecuted prothen § is 
many repressed their ‘‘ grief and. abhorence” at the oqnennigy ely 
cruel” treatment he received at the hands of a junto of preachers 


“1 the meeting the following Wednes- 
One or two honourably stood up 10 the m g ni kh a 


dav evening, and humbly “begged” that the case mi 
But how oon they ae (ot with that Christian meekness which 
duct of a teacher of the religion of Jesus. 


oucht to characterise the con 
When repeatedly commanded to “sit down,” and plainly told ‘they 
should not be heard,” ‘‘ and that the case should not be introduced at 


that meeting,”—who protested against proceedings 80 much opposed 
even to Methodist law? Who sanctioned, by culpable silence, the 


¢ruelty and the illegality of such proceedings? Let the leaders answer 
this question to the satisfaction of their own hearts if they can. We 
fear they cannot. A more gross departure from the rules of Me- 
thodism is not on record; and how much they were influenced by 
that “charity that suffereth long, and is hind, that envieth not; that 
vaunteth not itself, is not puffed up, doth not behave itself un- 
seemly, seeketh not her own, is not easily provoked, thinketh no evil ; 
that rejoiceth not in iniquity, but rejoiceth in the truth; but that 
beareth all things, believeth all things, hopeth all things, endureth all 
things, that charity that never faileth,”—judge ye. | We now leave the 
ase with Him that holdeth the hearts of all men in his hand, praying 
that under this severe trial, He will support, sustain, and strengthen 
our deeply-injured brother, and that his mind may be kept in the enjoy- 
ment of that peace which the world can neither give nor take away: 
and that “He would of his infinite mercy grant unto his persecutors 
and oppressors that self-abasement which will humble their proud hearts, 
and lead them to seek that repentance which is unto life, that needeth 
not to be repented of.” 

Many more offensive acts, against which we 
indignation,” and to which we advert with min 
and abhorrence, might be enumerated. The pros 
to base and unscriptural purposes, from whence 
and unchristian declamation,—the wholesale expu , 
members from the society, without the trial its laws provide,—these 
and other proceedings have well nigh alienated ‘the people from ‘the 
Conference, and nothing but timely and effectual concessions on their 
part can or will save that body. We (the people) seek. not change. 
‘“* We pledge our inviolable adherence to the great principles of Metho- 
dism, as at present constituted ;” and we earnestly entreat our friends 
to assist us in upholding our rights and privileges. | «Methodism arose 
amidst the extraordinary interpositions of Divine Providence and 
grace; it is admirably adapted to the propagation and maintenance of 
gospel truth and blessing; it ‘has successfully pursued its Ue cay 
and extended its benign influence in spite of trials and opposition.’ 
And “shall this system be consigned to the reckless infatuation (and 
unholy determination) “of men who are given to change? Shall the 
piety and the simplicity of our society be changed for the stiff hauteur, 
and cold mannerism of a college—we again beg pardon, we Mean of an 
institution—education; an institution, by the united energies of the 
preachers and “a few rich men,” forced upon the people ? The ques- 
tion has been nobly answered. It has been heard to reverberate from 
one end of the land to the other, No, no. Let us then still demand our 
rights. We fear neither the mockery of a preachers’ trial, nor their 
excommunication. They may still, from the pulpit and the press, hurl 
at us their anathemas, but they fall harmless at our feet. Then let us 
8° on, and take courage. Faithfully, and with much prayer, let us 


. . 3° 
Presecute our work, “and we shall reap if we faint not. 


“testify our grief and 
gled emotions of pity 
titution of the pulpit 
is heard vile abuse, 
Ision of hundreds of 
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